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DIGEST: 

P r o t e s t  c o n t e n d i n g  t h a t  agency  improperly 
conducted  a n  a u c t i o n  between dealer (pro- 
t es te r )  and m a n u f a c t u r e r  ( awardee )  by f i rs t  
s o l i c i t i n g  a n  o ra l  q u o t e  f r o m  the awardee,  
t h e n  s o l i c i t i n g  a q u o t e  from the p r o t e s t e r ,  
and f i n a l l y  r e t u r n l n g  t o  t h e  awardee for  a 
second q u o t a t i o n  i s  d e n i e d  w h e r e  agency 
d e n i e s  a l l e g a t i o n  and p r o t e s t e r  has n o t  f u r -  
n i s h e d  e v i d e n c e  i n  s u p p o r t  of i t s  p o s i t i o n .  

The T r a d e  Group (TTG) p r o t e s t s  the Department of 
the A i r  F o r c e ' s  ( A i r  F o r c e )  award of a c o n t r a c t  t o  
Worth Manufac tu r ing  Company (Worth) o n  the basis of a n  
o ra l  q u o t a t i o n  under  r e q u e s t  f o r  q u o t a t i o n  (RE'Q) 
N o .  F04609-83-M-1660 i s s u e d  b y  George A i r  F o r c e  Base, 
C a l i f o r n i a ,  f o r  a l i f t  t r u c k .  TTG r e p o r t s  t h a t  a f te r  
the A i r  Fo rce  had r e c e i v e d  q u o t e s  f r o m  both Worth and 
TTG, it r e t u r n e d  t o  Worth and  t o l d  Worth t h a t  it would 
h a v e  t o  bet ter  TTG's  q u o t a t i o n .  TTG a l l e g e s  t h a t  
Worth d id  t h i s  and  s u b s e q u e n t l y  r e c e i v e d  the award. 
TTG u r g e s  t h a t  t h i s  i s  t an tamoun t  t o  a n  a u c t i o n  and 
h i g h l y  i r r e g u l a r .  

q u o t a t i o n  f r o m  Worth and  d i s c l o s u r e  of T T G ' s  price t o  
Worth. 

The A i r  F o r c e  d e n i e s  both r e c e i v i n g  m o r e  t h a n  one 

TTG h a s  the r e s p o n s i b i l i t y  o f  p r e s e n t i n g  
s u f f i c i e n t  e v i d e n c e  t o  a f f i r m a t i v e l y  es tab l i sh  i t s  
p o s i t i o n .  P h e l p s  P r o t e c t i o n  Systems I n c . ,  B-181148, 
November 7, 1974, 74-2 CPD 244. We do n o t ,  as TTG 
r e q u e s t s ,  conduc t  i n v e s t i g a t i o n s  f o r  the purpose  o f  
e s t a b l i s h i n g  t h e  v a l i d i t y  of a p r o t e s t e r ' s  s p e c u l a t i v e  
s t a t e m e n t s .  Mis s ion  E c o n o m i c  Developnent  A s s o c i a t i o n ,  
B-182686, August 2 ,  1976, 76-2 CPD 105. Where a n  
agency  d e n i e s  the p r o t e s t e r ' s  c o n t e n t i o n  and the pro-  
t e s t e r  f a i l s  t o  f u r n i s h  the r e q u i r e d  p r o b a t i v e  e v i -  
dence ,  the  c o n t e n t i o n  is s p e c u l a t i v e  and the p r o t e s t e r  
has n o t  met i t s  burden  of p r o o f .  Miss ion  Economic 
Development A s s o c i a t i o n ,  supra .  
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Since TTG has failed to furnish the required evidence 
in support of its position, the protest is denied. 

of the United States 




